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RE: Review of Final RF1 General Information Report, Volumes I and II, NAVSTA Mayport 

Dear David: 

I have reviewed the subject documents dated July 1995 (received July 17, 1995) and offer 
the following minor comments. I suggest that, in the interest of time, furnish the corrected pages 
to me and I will replace them in the final document. 

1. The potentiomerric surface map of February 16, 1992 lacks contour interval designations. 
They should be added. 

2. My previous comment number S concerning Toxicity Testing and reference to “Section 
3.6.” This same reference now appears on page 2-23 and still refers to “Section 3.6” 
Please correct the reference and include a proper Section designation. 

3. Plate 4, showing the locations of monitoring wells at Group III SWMLJs was not included 
in the report. Please furnish two copies for our review and records. 

4. Several tables in Appendix D have footnotes referring to “milligram per kilograms.” 
Please delete the “s.” 

5. The footnotes in Table D-l-3 has two number 3 designations. 

The following comments relate to the Ecological Risk Assessment and Health Risk 
Assessment portions of the report. 

1. In his comments, Dr. Stephen Roberts noted several discrepancies: in Table D-2, D-6, D- 
7, D-X and D-9 regarding child dermal surface area. These comments were addressed by 
utilizing age-weighted surface areas for children. This is acceptable; however, for your 
information, 1800 cm2 is also uniformly applied and accepted by the Department. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. If you have questions or require 
further clarification, please contact me at (904) 488-3935. 
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